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Congress  Should  Open  the  Way 
To  a  Sustainable  Peace  in  Iraq 


The  U.S.  can't  abandon  Iraq,  but  its  troops  must  leave. 

At  the  beginning  of  last  year,  FCNL  issued  this  state¬ 
ment  and  urged  Congress  to  declare  that  the  U.S. 
military  will  withdraw  from  Iraq. 

One  year  later,  the  public,  the  Congress,  and  many 
in  the  U.S.  military  agree  that  a  lasting  solution  to 
the  conflict  in  Iraq  will  come  only  through  political 
negotiation  among  Iraqis,  not  through  battle.  Rep. 
John  Murtha's  legislation  (H.J.  Res.  73),  calling  for  the 
redeployment  of  U.S.  troops  from  Iraq  and  for  the 
pursuit  of  peace  and  stability  through  diplomacy, 
has  won  substantial  support  (although  he  was  still 
well  short  of  a  majority  in  January  2006). 

Murtha,  one  of  the  strongest  supporters  of  the  Penta¬ 
gon  in  the  U.S.  Congress,  says  military  officers  have 
told  him  the  military  is  not  the  right  tool  for  creating 
a  sustainable  peace  in  Iraq. 

Yet  the  administration  and  some  leaders  in  Con¬ 
gress  from  both  parties  continue  to  argue  that  the 
U.S.  must  stay  the  course  in  Iraq:  the  only  choices 
for  U.S.  policy  in  Iraq  are  "victory"  or  "defeat,"  they 
say.  These  simplistic  arguments  do  not  make  stra¬ 
tegic  sense,  as  Col.  Dan  Smith  (USA  Ret.)  points  out 
in  these  pages.  But,  in  an  election  year,  politicians 
seeking  reelection  may  believe  these  arguments  do 
make  political  sense. 

War  Is  Not  the  Answer 

The  costs  of  the  failed  U.S.  policies  in  Iraq  can  now 
be  measured  by  the  names  of  the  tens  of  thousands 
of  Iraqi  lives  lost  and  more  than  2,000  U.S.  military 
personnel  killed,  the  billions  of  dollars  in  funds 
spent  on  prosecuting  a  war  rather  than  reconstruct¬ 
ing  for  a  sustainable  peace,  and  the  growing  anger  at 
the  U.S.  in  the  rest  of  the  world. 


In  the  next  few  months.  Congress  will  vote  to  pro¬ 
vide  tens  of  billions  of  taxpayer  dollars  in  additional 
funding  for  the  U.S.  war  in  and  ongoing  occupation 
of  Iraq.  Our  elected  officials  should  condition  any 
further  funding  on  the  U.S.  taking  clear  steps  toward 
the  withdrawal  of  all  U.S.  military  troops  and  bases 
from  Iraq. 

The  U.S.  Must  Not  Abandon  Iraq 

Congress  should  also  insist  that  Iraqis  be  put  in 
charge  of  the  reconstruction  process  in  Iraq  and  also 
insist  on  the  beginning  of  a  pullout  of  U.S.  troops. 

In  this  process  the  United  States  cannot  abandon  its 
responsibility  to  rebuild  Iraq. 

Iraq  today  is  a  mess  due  to  U.S.  intervention  and 
bungling.  In  a  matter  of  months  the  United  States 
morphed  from  "liberator"  to  "occupier"  and  then  to 
"enemy."  Much  of  the  taxpayers'  money  allocated 
to  reconstruction  has  been  diverted  to  security,  war 
fighting,  and  profiteering  by  U.S.  companies. 

Iraq's  water  supply,  electrical  capacity,  and  oil 
production  now  funct’on  well  below  prewar  levels. 
Restoring  electricity,  clean  water,  food,  jobs, 
schools,  and  hospitals  are  essential  components 
of  any  peace-building  strategy  in  Iraq.  The 
United  States  has  moral  and  legal  obligations  for 
reconstruction  in  Iraq.  Those  obligations  depend 
on  the  U.S.  withdrawing  its  military  forces  and 
bases  from  Iraq,  and,  thereby,  opening  the  way  for 
Iraqis  to  take  charge. 

If  the  president  won't  change  course.  Congress  must 
pull  the  purse  strings  to  turn  him  around  now.  ■ 
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FCNL  Spring  Lobby  Weekend 
Empowering  Young  Adults 

Young  adults  from  across  the 
country  are  coming  to  Wash¬ 
ington  March  31-April  3, 

2006,  to  lobby  for  peace  and 
justice.  Participants  in  the 
"Your  Country,  Your  Voice" 
lobby  weekend  will  tour  a 
congressional  office  and  hear 
first  hand  from  Hill  staff 
about  what  works  and  what 
doesn't  work  when  lobbying 
Congress.  FCNL  staff  will 
provide  briefings  and  lead 
discussions  on  opportunities 
to  bring  our  "War  Is  Not  the 
Answer"  message  to  Capitol 
Hill  and  offer  the  most  effec¬ 
tive  lobbying  techniques. 

Participants  will  conclude  their  weekend  by  putting  their  training  into 
practice  during  visits  with  their  congressional  representatives. 

Previous  attenders  of  the  annual  Young  Adult  lobbying  event  have  been 
inspired  by  FCNL  programs  on  Iraq,  civil  liberties.  Native  American 
rights,  and  workshops  on  our  Quaker  witness  in  Washington.  One 
participant  remarked,  "The  best  points  [of  the  weekend]  to  me  were 
the  talks  of  the  folks  who  had  lived  in  Iraq  and  the  woman  whose  boy¬ 
friend  was  serving  in  Iraq — the  personal  element  really  spoke  to  me." 
Others  were  grateful  for  the  chance  to  get  to  know  young  peace  leaders 
from  across  the  country  and  trade  stories  about  effective  campus  mobi¬ 
lization  methods. 

Young  Adults  can  sign  up  for  the  weekend  or  find  more  information  at 
www.fcnl.org/young/  ■ 


John  Kmvs,  a  potential  young  lobbyist. 


Help  with  Scholarship  Assistance 

Each  year  we  look  forward  to  more  attenders  at  the  Young  Adult 
Spring  Lobby  Weekend.  The  cost,  $50  for  the  weekend,  is  more 
than  some  young  Friends,  who  will  be  paying  their  own  transpor¬ 
tation  costs,  can  afford.  Please  help  us  make  sure  that  no  one  is 
turned  away  from  the  weekend  for  lack  of  funds.  Donate  to  FCNL 
today  and  write  "Young  Adult  Weekend  Scholarship"  in  the  com¬ 
ment  line  of  your  check.  Thank  you. 
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More  Money  for  War,  No  Money  for  Prevention 


Nearly  three  years  after  the  U.S.  government 
launched  its  invasion  of  Iraq,  the  president  is  expect¬ 
ed  to  ask  Congress  early  in  2006  for  $70  billion  in 
additional  funds  to  prosecute  that  war. 

This  request  would  come  on  top  of  the  $320  bil¬ 
lion  already  appropriated  for  the  wars  in  Iraq  and 
Afghanistan  as  of  the  end  of  2005.  In  2002,  White 
House  economic  advisor  Lawrence  Lindsey  was 
effectively  fired  for  suggesting  that  the  war  might 
cost  $100  billion  to  $200  billion,  rather  than  the  $60 
billion  claimed  by  the  president's  budget  office. 

When  confronted  with  questions  about  the  rising 
cost  of  the  war  and  the  lack  of  progress,  the  presi¬ 
dent  and  some  leaders  of  Congress  from  both  par¬ 
ties  dismiss  the  budgetary  impact  of  the  Iraq  war. 

In  lieu  of  a  substantive  plan  to  end  this  conflict, 
they  offer  the  public  a  false  choice:  either  "stay  the 
course"  to  victory  or  "cut  and  run"  to  defeat. 

Before  voting  to  spend  billions  more  for  a  failed  Iraq 
war  and  occupation  policy.  Congress  should  insist 
on  a  new  U.S.  approach  for  a  sustainable  peace  in 
Iraq  that  would:  1)  declare  that  the  U.S.  will  with¬ 
draw  from  Iraq  and  have  no  permanent  military 
presence  there,  2)  cease  military  action,  3)  redeploy 
U.S.  forces  away  from  population  centers  and  then 
out  of  Iraq,  4)  return  real  sovereignty  to  an  Iraqi  gov¬ 
ernment,  5)  terminate  "no  bid"  and  other  contracts 
with  reconstruction-profiteers,  and  6)  fulfill  U.S. 
responsibilities  for  stabilization  and  reconstruction 
of  Iraq  by  supporting  Iraqi  agencies  and  contrac¬ 
tors  through  diplomatic,  multilateral,  and  peaceful 
means,  including  ample  funding. 

Explicit  Accounting  in  Budget  Needed 

Those  responsible  for  the  Iraq  spending  mess  should 
be  held  accountable.  Congress  should  insist  that  the 
president  include  the  costs  of  the  continuing  war 
and  occupation  in  his  annual  budget,  rather  than 
hiding  the  true  cost  in  "emergency"  supplemental 
appropriations.  Congress  should  face  the  reality  that 
needless  war  spending  helps  drive  up  the  mounting 
federal  debt.  At  the  president's  request  Congress  is 
trading  off  human  needs  here  and  abroad  for  war 
and  occupation  in  Iraq.  That's  a  bad  deal  for  every¬ 
one,  except  the  military  industry. 


At  the  moment,  routine  expenses  that  should  com¬ 
pete  for  a  place  in  the  federal  budget — items  such  as 
the  Army's  top  line  budget,  operations  and  mainte¬ 
nance  account,  brigade  reorganization  and  modular 
construction,  troop  increases,  and  weapons  systems 
such  as  the  Predator  Unmanned  Aerial  Vehicles — 
get  a  free  pass  by  being  treated  as  though  they  were 
unanticipated  emergency  costs.  Congress  should  not 
permit  this  ruse. 

The  deceitful  packaging  of  these  planned  expenses 
with  real  emergency  needs  that  are  essential  to 
relief  for  the  victims  of  hurricanes,  tsunamis,  and 
other  true  emergencies  has  stifled  congressional 
scrutiny  of  the  ballooning  costs  of  war.  This  prac¬ 
tice  is  a  set  up  to  create  political  pressure  that  pre¬ 
vents  Congress  from  even  questioning  additional 
spending  for  the  war. 

Elements  of  a  Real  Debate 

The  president  has  argued  that  the  choice  in  Iraq  is 
between  victory  and  defeat.  But  as  Rep.  John  Murtha 
(PA)  asked  recently,  "What's  the  definition  of  victory?" 
Military  analysts  maintain  that  a  military  solution  in 
Iraq  requires  the  effective  suppression  of  the  insur¬ 
gency  which  would  take  several  times  the  current 
U.S.  trex^p  strength.  That  kind  of  "victory"  would 
require  the  politically  unpopular  mandatory  draft 
and  even  higher  funding  outlays  for  war  than  now. 

Most  U.S.  government  officials  acknowledge  that  no 
military  solution  will  end  the  war  in  Iraq.  Rather, 
the  solution  will  rely  on  security  from  crime  for 
civilians,  electricity,  water,  sewage  treatment,  eco¬ 
nomic  development  that  provides  jobs,  and,  most 
essential,  Iraqi  control  of  their  society  and  govern¬ 
ment.  The  military  is  good  at  engaging  the  enemy 
and  killing  it,  but  that's  not  the  job  that  needs  doing. 
As  Rep.  Murtha  observed,  the  problem  is  that  "we 
have  become  the  enemy,"  and  the  solution  is  for  the 
U.S.  to  leave  Iraq. 

Continued  on  page  7 
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How  To  "Win"  in  Iraq 

By  Col.  Dan  Srnith  (USA  Ret.) 


"There  are  only  two  options  before  our  country: 
victory  or  defeat,"  President  Bush  declared  in  an 
address  to  the  nation  on  December  18,  2005.  He 
urged  the  public  "not  to  give  up  on  this  fight  for 
freedom." 

This  seemingly  simple  statement  proposes  overly 
simplistic  alternatives  that,  from  definitions  offered 
by  the  president,  clearly  are  only  rhetorical.  Let's 
examine  the  president's  words. 

"Victory  will  come  when  the  terrorists  and  Sad- 
damists  can  no  longer  threaten  Iraq's  democracy, 
when  the  Iraqi  security  forces  can  provide  for  the 
safety  of  their  own  citizens,  and  when  Iraq  is  not 
a  safe  haven  for  terrorists  to  plot  new  attacks  on 
our  nation."  Defeat  is  anything  less  than  "mission 
accomplished,"  which,  in  circular  logic,  is  victory. 

The  president's  first  condition  for  victory  is  one  that 
will  keep  the  U.S.  engaged  in  Iraq  for  some  time 
to  come.  It  assumes  the  U.S.  is  viewed  as  a  neutral 
player  helping  to  maintain  the  peace  and  that  Iraq 
can  quickly  succeed  in  developing  and  sustaining 
the  tradition  of  "rule  by  and  for  the  people."  Yet, 
the  current  violence  and  slide  toward  civil  war  are 
fueled,  at  least  in  part,  by  the  perception  among 
some  Iraqis  that  the  U.S.  is  an  occupying  power. 

Iraqis  are  trying  to  stop  the  expanding  civil  war 
through  political  negotiation,  but  the  hard  fact 
is  that,  among  countries  with  civil  wars  that  end 


Ecumenical  Advocacy  Days 
For  Global  Peace  with  Justice 

March  10-13, 2006 
Washington,  DC 

Join  some  1,000  ecumenical  participants  from 
around  the  country  for  three  days  of  education, 
skills  training,  and  Capitol  Hill  lobbying. 

Program  &  registration  information  is  found  at 
www.advocacydays.org. 


through  negotiation,  more  than  half  revert  to  combat 
within  five  years  of  the  settlement. 

Precariously  balanced  on  the  edge  of  civil  war,  Iraq 
may  take  longer  than  "normal"  to  manifest  progress 
toward  sustainable  democratic  forms  and  practices. 

If  so,  then  Bush  has  unilaterally  committed  the  U.S. 
to  an  extended  stay,  measurable  in  a  decade  or  more. 


The  hard  fact  is  that,  among  countries  with  civil  wars  that 
end  through  negotiation,  more  than  half  revert  to  combat 
within  five  years  of  the  settlement. 


The  president's  second  condition  for  victory  involves 
a  reciprocal  commitment:  security  forces  will  protect 
innocent  civilians  from  physical  harm,  the  popula¬ 
tion  will  support  the  efforts  of  Iraqi  security  forces, 
and  both  will  act  in  accordance  with  the  rule  of  law 
embodied  in  the  Iraqi  constitution  and  traditional 
practice.  Given  that  the  police  during  the  Saddam 
era  were  either  oppressors  or  ineffective,  developing 
the  context  of  mutual  trust  required  for  democracy 
to  flourish  will  take  time.  And,  while  Iraqi  security 
forces  work  to  "win  the  hearts  and  minds"  of  other 
Iraqis,  the  power  vacuum  will  have  to  be  filled  by 
some  combination  of  foreign  and  Iraqi  security  per¬ 
sonnel  numbering  as  high  as  520,000  individuals— 
the  approximate  current  authorized  size  of  the  entire 
U.S.  active-duty  Army. 

Like  the  president's  other  two  conditions,  ensur¬ 
ing  that  terrorists  will  never  find  haven  in  the  new 
Iraq  or  plan  future  attacks  on  the  U.S.  from  Iraq  is  a 
fool's  errand.  Should  Iraq  succeed  in  developing  a 
strong,  sustained  tradition  of  democratic  governance 
in  which  basic  needs  (clean  water,  electricity,  waste 
removal,  public  sanitation,  access  to  education  and 
health  services)  are  met,  there  is  no  guarantee  that  a 
few  individuals  might  still  remain  hostile  to  the  Iraqi 
state  and,  by  extension,  to  the  United  States. 

The  president  refuses  to  acknowledge  that  the 
continued  presence  of  U.S.  military  forces  in  Iraq 
is  inhibiting  Iraq's  progress  toward  a  democracy 
fashioned  from  its  culture,  history,  and  mores.  In  so 
doing,  he  has  mortgaged  U.S.  security  to  Iraqi  "suc¬ 
cess"  well  into  the  future.  ■ 
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What  War  Hath  Wrought 


As  the  third  anniversary  of  the  U.S.  invasion  of  Iraq 
approaches,  what  has  been  the  cost  to  the  United 
States  and  its  allies? 

For  the  U.S.-led  coalition,  the  cost  can  be  measured 
in  the  increasing  loss  of  lives  and  national  treasure, 
in  lost  opportunities  to  improve  the  lives  of  the  least 
fortunate,  both  in  the  U.S.  and  abroad.  Moreover, 
as  the  public  learns  more  about  the  Bush  adminis¬ 
tration's  disregard  for  constitutional,  statutory,  and 
traditional  limits  on  executive  power,  the  extent  to 
which  civil  liberties  have  been  abrogated  becomes 
more  apparent. 

In  the  adjacent  table, 

FCNL  attempts  to 
quantify  some  of  the 
costs  of  the  Iraq  war, 
the  Afghanistan  ^var 
(1,545  days  from  October 
8,  2001,  to  December 
31,  2005),  and  where 
available,  other  costs  of 
the  so-called  "global  war 
on  terror."  We  regard 
these  figures  as  "conser¬ 
vative." 

A  2004  study  published 
in  the  British  medical 
journal  Lancet  estimated 
the  number  of  war-related 
Iraqi  deaths  at  upwards 
of  100,000.  Nobel  prize¬ 
winning  economist 
Joseph  Stiglitz  recently 
estimated  that  the  total 
cost  of  the  war  might 
top  $2  trillion,  if  the  full 
costs  for  factors  such  as 
rehabilitation  and  loss 
of  earning  capacity  of 
gravely  injured  military 
personnel  are  included. 

What  is  in  store  for  the 
rest  of  2006  and  beyond? 

Already  both  the  White 
Hcuise  and  the  Pentagon 


are  signaling  strongly  that  U.S.  forces  in  Iraq  may 
be  cut  to  100,000  (from  the  current  138,000)  and  to 
16,000  in  Afghanistan  (from  the  current  18,000).  But, 
Seymour  Hersh,  writing  in  the  Neie  Yorker,  reports 
military  sources  saying  that,  as  ground  forces  are 
withdrawn,  the  U.S.  may  escalate  its  air  war  in  Iraq. 
Eleven  countries  in  the  original  Iraq  invasion  and 
occupation  coalition  have  withdrawn  all  forces.  At 
least  four  of  the  remaining  27  countries  with  troops 
in  Iraq  plan  partial  or  complete  withdrawals  in  2006. 

Meanwhile,  Congress  is  expecting  the  president  to 
ask  for  $80  billion  to  $100  billion  more  to  fight  the 
wars  in  fiscal  year  2006.  ■ 


Costs  of  War 

October  8, 2001-  December  31, 2005 

Other  “Global 

Casualties 

in  Iraq  In 

Afghanistan 

War  on  Terror” 

Total 

U.S.  Dead 

2,179 

259 

2,438 

U.S.  Wounded 

15,955 

658 

16,613 

U.S.  Total 

18,134 

917 

19,051 

Coalition  Dead 

201 

65 

127# 

393 

Coalition  Wounded 

800+  (UK)* 

381 

1,181  + 

Coalition  Total 

1,001  + 

446 

1,447+ 

Military  &  Police  Dead 

2,593** 

8,587*** 

11,180 

Civilian  Dead 

30,000 

3,485*** 

33,485 

Civilian  Wounded 

20,000 

6,273*** 

26,273  i 

iraqi/Afghan  Totals 

52,593 

18,345 

70,938 

Dollars  (Billions) 

Defense  Department 

$226 

$76 

$24 

$326 

State  Department 

$25 

$6 

- 

$31 

Total 

$251 

$82 

$24 

$357 

Current  DoD  Costs  Per 

Month  (billions) 

$6 

$1 

$0,170 

$7,170 

#lnternational  Security  Assistance  Force  and  Spanish  fatalities  in  airplane  crash 
*  As  of  January  2005  *  *  2005  only  * "  *  As  of  July  2004 

Sources:  Congressional  Research  Service;  U.S.  Department  of  Defense;  UK  Ministry  of 
Defence;  Iraq  Body  Count;  University  of  Nev\/  Hampshire;  Iraq  Coalition  Casualty  Count; 
Wikipedia 
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U.S.  Has  Morale  Legal  Obligation 
For  Reconstruction  of  Iraq 


When  Iraqis  are  asked  what  is  needed  to  bring  peace 
and  security  to  Iraq,  they  speak  of  electricity,  clean 
water,  food,  jobs,  schools,  and  hospitals.  Reconstruc¬ 
tion  and  economic  development  are  an  integral  part 
of  the  peacemaking  process.  Yet,  the  majority  of 
international  funds  allocated  and  the  focus  of  the 
debate  on  Iraq  policy  center  on  military  solutions. 

When  the  U.S.  invaded  and  later  occupied  Iraq,  it 
became  obligated  under  international  law  to  restore 
and  ensure  public  order,  safety,  and  welfare,  includ¬ 
ing  public  health  and  sanitation,  and  the  provision 
of  food  and  medical  supplies.  Additionally,  the  U.S. 
and  its  allies  have  a  moral  obligation  to  support  the 
rebuilding  of  Iraq's  civilian  infrastructure  and  econ¬ 
omy  largely  destroyed  through  economic  sanctions, 
military  invasion,  and  the  ongoing  war. 

President  Promised  'Best  in  the  Region' 

The  promises  of  the  administration  to  the  Iraqi 
people  were  explicit.  In  a  speech  on  Aug.  8,  2003, 


Mystery  Donor 

Are  you  one  of  our  "mystery  stock  donors"? 

Each  year  we  receive  gifts  of  stock  electroni¬ 
cally  transmitted  to  our  FCNL  Education  Fund 
account.  The  donor  qualifies  for  a  charitable 
deduction  for  the  full  market  value  of  the  stock 
and  has  no  capital  gains  tax.  The  electronic 
transfer  comes  without  the  donor's  name  so  the 
donor  must  notify  us.  Then  we  can  send  the 
acknowledgment  necessary  for  the  donor's  tax 
deduction. 

But  sometimes  stock  arrives  without  a  notice 
from  a  donor.  We  have  no  way  of  matching  the 
gift  to  a  donor,  no  way  of  saying  "Thank  you." 

If  you  are  one  of  our  "mystery  stock  donors," 
thank  you!  And  if  you  want  to  take  the  mystery 
out  of  it,  just  contact  FCNL  development  staff  at 
800-630-1330  or  development@fcnI.org.  Tell  us 
the  approximate  date  of  the  gift,  the  name  of  the 
transferred  stock,  and  the  approximate  number 
of  shares.  We'd  love  to  hear  from  you! 


President  Bush  assured  Iraqis:  "In  a  lot  of  places,  the 
infrastructure  is  as  good  as  it  was  at  prewar  levels, 
which  is  satisfactory,  but  it's  not  the  ultimate  aim. 

The  ultimate  aim  is  for  the  infrastructure  to  be  the 
best  in  the  region." 

The  administration's  two-year-old,  $18.4  billion  U.S. 
rebuilding  plan  will  soon  end  with  obligations  and 
promises  largely  unmet.  Yet  the  president  is  not 
expected  to  ask  Congress  for  additional  funds  for 
Iraq  reconstruction  in  his  budget  request  for  2007. 

Reconstruction  Gap 

A  report  by  the  Special  Inspector  General  for  Iraq 
Reconstruction  (SIGIR)  presented  to  Congress  in 
October  found  a  "reconstruction  gap"  between  what 
Iraqis  and  people  in  the  U.S.  expected  from  the 
reconstruction  efforts  in  the  beginning  of  the  occu¬ 
pation  and  what  they  are  seeing  now. 

The  reconstruction  "gap"  results  in  part  from  proj¬ 
ect  delays,  cost  overruns,  security  issues,  and  cor¬ 
ruption.  According  to  the  SIGIR,  security  costs 
have  accounted  for  as  much  as  25%  of  each  project. 
Additionally,  billions  of  dollars  originally  allotted 
to  projects  to  rebuild  Iraq's  infrastructure,  including 
electricity,  education,  water,  sewage,  and  oil  net¬ 
works  have  been  diverted  to  other  uses.  The  SIGIR 
report  also  found  that  plans  for  rebuilding  Iraq  were 
"insufficient  in  both  scope  and  implementation." 

U.S.  military  officials  responsible  for  reconstruction 
also  note  that  among  Iraqis  polled  in  early  2005,  less 
than  30%  knew  that  any  reconstruction  efforts  were 
underway.  Even  today,  only  40%  of  Iraqis  are  aware 
of  reconstruction  efforts. 

Iraqi  Involvement  and 
Ownership  Needed 

For  Iraqis  the  manner  in  which  reconstruction  has 
been  implemented  is  a  major  issue.  Decisions  have 
been  driven  by  U.S.  concerns  and  largely  implement¬ 
ed  by  U.S.  contractors  with  little  input  or  involve¬ 
ment  of  Iraqis. 

(continued  on  page  7) 
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More  Money  for  War  (continued  from  page  3) 

The  choice  for  Congress  and  the  public  is  not 
between  "victory"  or  "defeat".  The  choice  is  whether 
to  ignore  the  need  for  a  change  of  course  and  contin¬ 
ue  to  do  what  does  not  work  or  to  ask  for  new  direc¬ 
tions  and  get  on  a  road  to  a  sustainable  peace. 

Defeating  "Terrorists/'  Creating  Security 

Within  and  beyond  Iraq's  borders,  a  true  shift  in 
attention  and  resources  to  addressing  the  root  causes 
of  insecurity  will  be  essential  to  ending  the  upsurge 
in  "terrorist"  activity.  Any  new  sovereign  govern¬ 
ment  in  Iraq  faces  a  political  mandate  to  call  for  a 
U.S.  withdrawal  plan.  The  U.S.  can  best  support  a 
healthy  democracy  in  Iraq  by  cooperating  with  the 
new  Iraqi  government  to  fully  end  the  U.S.  occupa¬ 
tion  that  has  generated  a  national  resistance  to  the 
U.S.  and  that  now  tolerates  some  outside  fighters  to 
achieve  its  goal  of  ending  the  U.S.  occupation. 

U.S.  funded,  Iraqi-led,  and  community-based  efforts 
to  rebuild  Iraq's  national  infrastructure  from  the 
bottom  up  and  to  reverse  the  impact  of  years  of  war 
with  Iran,  12  years  of  U.S.-led  UN  sanctions,  and 
three  years  of  U.S.  occupation,  graft,  and  profiteering 
is  the  new  course  that  Congress  should  require  the 


president  to  set.  This  route  is  the  pathway  to  mak¬ 
ing  Iraq  and  the  region  more  secure. 

The  U.S.  cannot  fulfill  its  dual  responsibilities  to 
withdraw  its  forces  and  support  Iraqi  rebuilding  eas¬ 
ily  or  without  cost,  and  it  is  time  to  decisively  direct 
scarce  U.S.  resources  toward  this  work. 

When  the  president  sends  his  next  war  supple¬ 
mental  to  Congress,  legislators  should  condition 
any  further  funding  on  the  U.S.  taking  clear  steps 
toward  the  withdrawal  of  all  its  troops  and  bases 
from  Iraq  and  providing  financial  support  for 
Iraqi-led  reconstruction. 

By  requiring  the  president  to  begin  steps  toward  a 
full  withdrawal  of  U.S.  military  presence  from  Iraq, 
Congress  can  begin  to  build  true  security  for  the 
people  of  our  country. 

Congress  has  the  purse  strings  to  pull  the  presi¬ 
dent  in  a  new  direction.  ■ 


PEACE  IS  POSSIBLE 


Reconstruction  (continued  from  page  6) 

A  November  2005  report  by  the  Council  on  For¬ 
eign  Relations  explained  that  "the  decision-making 
behind  these  projects  was  done  in  Baghdad  and 
Washington,  not  at  the  local  level."  With  unemploy¬ 
ment  running  at  around  40%  and  a  large,  under¬ 
employed  educated  class,  a  major  means  of  uniting 
the  Iraqi  population  would  be  through  Iraqi  partici¬ 
pation  in  the  planning  and  implementation  of  the 
reconstruction  of  their  country.  We  at  FCNL  often 
have  heard  Iraqis  state:  if  we  build  the  electric  plant, 
it  will  be  ours,  and  we  will  protect  it. 

Control  of  the  reconstruction  efforts  rests  almost 
exclusively  in  the  hands  of  the  U.S.  and  as  a  result 
other  governments  and  international  organizations 
have  been  unwilling  to  participate.  Only  $3.1  billion 
has  been  collected  of  the  $13.6  billion  pledged  by 


non-US.  donor  nations  and  international  organiza¬ 
tions  at  Madrid  Donor  Conference  in  October  2003. 
The  expected  seating  of  a  permanent  Iraqi  govern¬ 
ment  in  the  next  couple  of  months  should  become 
an  opportunity  to  transfer  control  of  reconstruction 
and  economic  development  to  the  new  government. 
The  policy  failures  of  the  U.S.  reconstruction  efforts 
and  the  accompanying  corruption  in  the  allocation 
and  use  of  funds  provides  this  fledgling  government 
very  unsure  footing  on  which  to  build  itself. 

As  we  work  to  ensure  that  no  more  military  fund¬ 
ing  is  appropriated  for  military  occupation,  we 
must  also  ensure  that  the  U.S.  fulfills  its  obligations 
to  fund  Iraq's  rebuilding  and  economic  develop¬ 
ment  in  a  manner  that  supports  Iraqi  involvement 
and  ownership.  ■ 
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INSIDE  IRAQ  WAR  FUNDING,  RECONSTRUCTION,  WAR  COSTS 


No.  704,  February  2006 


Iran:  Is  the  United  States 
Preparing  for  Military  Action? 


Recent  administration  and  congressional  rhetoric 
concerning  Iran  is  beginning  to  mirror  the  tone  used 
in  the  months  preceding  the  March  2003  U.S.  inva¬ 
sion  of  Iraq.  Vice  President  Cheney  declared  in  late 
January  that  "No  president  should  ever  take  the  mili¬ 
tary  option  off  the  table."  And  Sen.  Lieberman  (CT) 
echoed  the  views  of  some  senators  from  both  parties 
when  he  declared:  "We've  got  to  be  prepared  to  take 
military  action." 

President  Bush  first  linked  Iran  with  Iraq  in  his  "axis 
of  evil"  speech  in  2002.  Iraq  in  particular  was  said  to 
pose  a  "grave  threat"  to  international  peace  and  secu¬ 
rity.  That  formulation  now  is  being  applied  to  Iran 
because  that  country  is  pressing  ahead  with  a  nuclear 
energy  program  that  the  administration  contends  a 
facade  for  a  nuclear  weapons  program. 

The  Iranian  government's  decision  in  January  to 
resume  nuclear  enrichment  programs  without  interna¬ 
tional  safeguards  has  provoked  a  further  escalation  of 
rhetoric  on  both  sides.  Does  this  new  rhetoric  signal 
that  the  president  and  his  advisors  are  contemplating 
some  form  of  military  action  against  Iran  in  2006? 

Given  U.S.  commitments  in  Iraq  and  Afghanistan,  it  is 
highly  unlikely  that  a  third  ground  campaign  could 
be  mounted.  Nonetheless,  and  despite  disclaimers,  the 
administration  seems  intent  on  "preparing  the  battle¬ 
field,"  leaving  it  to  European  leaders  to  try  to  keep 
alive  nonviolent  multinational  initiatives  to  resolve  the 
standoff  over  Iran's  nuclear  enrichment  program. 


Take  Action:  FCNL  urges  you  to  speak  out  against 
any  administration  effort  to  justify  military  action 
against  Iran.  Urge  your  members  of  Congress  to  vote 
against  any  measure  that  could  be  construed  as  an 
authorization  to  use  military  force. 


In  early  January,  an  Air  National  Guard  wing  of  24 
F-16  ground  attack  aircraft  deployed  to  Southwest 
Asia.  Long-range  Air  Force  B-1  bombers  from  the 
34th  Bomb  Squadron  also  have  just  deployed  forward 
to  Andersen  Air  Force  Base  on  Guam.  Moreover,  B-2 
"stealth"  bombers  have  resumed  flying,  presumably 
to  familiarize  crews  with  aircraft  upgrades.  Under 
5uise  of  "pilot  training,"  are  these  aircraft,  which 
fired  the  opening  salvos  in  the  last  three  "wars" 
involving  the  U.S.  military,  now  being  positioned  for¬ 
ward  in  a  preparation  for  a  strike  on  Iran? 

War  is  not  the  answer.  An  attack  on  Iran's  nuclear 
infrastructure,  because  it  would  undoubtedly  spread 
radiation  across  inhabited  urban  areas,  would  be  a 
war  crime.  Military  action  cannot  resolve  the  current 
impasse,  let  alone  quell  the  decades-old  animosity 
between  the  U.S.  and  Iran.  Reviving  multilateral 
negotiations,  this  time  with  full  and  direct  U.S.  par¬ 
ticipation,  holds  the  best  hope  for  surmounting  the 
differences  and  meeting  the  legitimate  requirements 
of  Iran  and  the  rest  of  the  world.  ■ 
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